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REPORT  OF  FIHDIMGS  OF  PILOT  PORT  OF  fflTRY  SURVEY 
CONDUCTED  AT  LIMA  MD  SALTESE 
FROM  JULY  15  TO  AUGUST  31,  1954 

December  30,  1954 

The  pilot  port  of  entry  survey  was  undertaken  for  the  purpose  of  determin- 
ing the  desirability  of  establishing  ports  of  entry  arotind  the  perimeter  of  the  State. 
These  stations  would  be  established  on  the  principal  highways  crossing  the  State  line 
with  the  objective  of  inspecting  trucks  entering  and  leaving  the  State  to  assure  that 
regulations  of  the  various  State  agencies  had  been  complied  witho 


[oratory  discussions  were  held  with  other  State  agencies  to  ascertain 
the  extent  to  which  such  a  survey  would  benefit  the  other  agencies  and  also  to  learn 
whether  these  agencies  would  care  to  participate  in  the  operation  of  the  survey.  The 
following  agencies  indicated  an  interest  in  the  surveys 

State  Highway  Commission  Department  of  Agriculture 

State  Highway  Patrol  State  Livestock  Commission 

Railroad  and  Public  Service  Commission  State  Livestock  Sanitary  Board 

State  Board  of  Equalisation  State  Liquor  Control  Board 

A  questionnaire  form  was  prepared  which  contained  the  principal  information 
desired  by  these  agencies,  and  at  a  subsequent  conference^  officials  of  the  various 
agencies  discussed  the  operations  and  regulations  of  their  departments  ■> 

The  initial  survey  was  started  at  the  town  of  Lima  where  weighing  facili- 
ties were  available o  Tlie  crew  was  under  the  supervision  of  a  highway  patrolman  and 
consisted  of  the  patrolman  and  his  relief  man,  four  interviewers  furnished  by  the 
Planning  Survey  Division,  two  weighers  from  the  Maintenance  Division,  and  full  or 
part  time  employees  of  the  Railroad  and  Public  Service  Commission^  the  State  Board 
of  Equalisation,  and  the  State  Livestock  Commission o 

After  the  survey  had  been  in  operation  for  a  short  time,  it  was  found  that 
the  original  questiormaire  form  was  too  detailed  to  be  completed  within  the  avail- 
able tia@  as  governed  by  tha  flow  of  traffic,  and  it  was  found  necessary  to  shorten 
th®  fonn  and  to  eliminate  some  of  the  less  important  questions =  It  was  also  found 
that  the  interviewers  had  insufficient  time  or  knowledge  to  cover  all  of  the  regu- 
lations of  the  various  agencies,  and  for  this  reason,  truck  operators  hauling  agri- 
cultural produce  or  livestock  were  referred  to  the  closest  station  of  the  departments 
interested  in  this  type  of  cargoo  The  station  at  Lima  was  operated  from  IsOO  Po  M- 
on  July  15th  to  llsOG  k.   Mo  on  August  6tho  During  the  first  weefs  operation  at 
this  station,  arid  as  a  result  of  the  complications  encountered,  incomplete  da,ta  were 
obtained  on  sorm   of  the  qiaestionnaireSo  During  the  remainder  of  the  period,  the  sur- 
vey was  well  organized  and  reliable  data  were  reported  on  the  forms o 


The  survey  was  shifted  to  the  town  of  Saltese  and  was  started  on  August 
11th  at  7;00  A=  M„  It  operated  at  this  point  until  12:30  P„  M„  on  August  31st. 
The  experience  gained  at  the  Lima  operation  enabled  the  Saltese  station  to  function 
with  greater  efficiency,  even  though  the  volume  of  traffic  was  greater.  The  Saltese 
station  was  also  better  staffed  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  traffic. 

After  the  field  work  was  completed  at  the  Lima  and  Saltese  stations,  the 
interview  forms  were  brought  to  the  Highway  Department  where  they  were  analyzed, 
coded,  and  the  data  were  punched  on  IBM  cards.  The  results  were  summarized  and  the 
principal  findings  have  been  reported  in  the  tables  appended  to  this  narrative.  Cop- 
ies of  the  interview  forms  and  a  reciprocity  chart  are  also  included  in  the  appendix. 

Although  full  details  are  presented  in  the  tables,  some  of  the  more  import- 
ant points  and  interpretations  of  the  data  are  presented  in  the  following; 

Table  No.  1  -  Ownership  of  Vehicles 

At  the  Lima  station,  257o  of  the  trucks  entering  the  State  were  Montana 
owned,  27%  of  these  leaving  the  State  were  Montana  owned,  making  an  average  of  26% 
of  all  trucks  crossing  the  State  line  being  Montana  owned. 

At  the  Saltese  station,  the  number  of  Montana  owned  trucks  crossing  the 
State  line  amounted  to  19%  for  those  both  entering  and  leaving  the  State. 

Principal  ownership  of  out-of-state  trucks  crossing  the  State  line  at  both 
stations  was  as  follows ; 

Washington  -  17.49%  Utah  -  4.87% 

Idaho  -  -  -  17.45%  Canada  -  -  4.51% 

Oregon  -  -  -  17,43% 

At  the  Lima  station,  322  trucks  were  interviewed  which  had  both  origin  and 
destination  within  the  vicinity  of  Lima  and  did  not  cross  the  State  line.  These 
trucks  were  reported  in  Table  No.  1,  but  have  been  omitted  in  calculating  the  fore- 
going percentages. 

Table  No,  2  -  Origin  and  Destination  at  Lima  Station 
Table  No,  3  -°  Origin  and  Destination  at  Saltese  Station 

Excluding  the  322  trucks  of  local  origin  and  destination  interviewed  at  the 
Lima  station,  the  data  showed  that  37%  of  the  trucks  had  the  origin  of  their  trip  in 
Montana,  21%  had  their  origin  in  Idaho,  9%  with  origin  in  Utah,  8%  with  origin  in 
California  and  2%  with  origin  in  Canada, 

Destination  of  trips  showed  the  following:  407o  had  destinations  in  Montana, 
257o  had  destinations  in  Idaho,  6%  had  destinations  in  Utah,  and  6%  had  destinations  in 

California, 

Data  obtained  at  the  Saltese  station  showed  that  26%  of  the  trucks  had  trip 
origins  in  Montana,  33%   in  Vlashington,  8%   in  Canada,  5%  in  Idaho  and  5%  in  Oregon, 


Trip  destinations  were  divided  as  follows:  257=  in  Montana,  35%  in  Washing- 
ton, 9%   in  Canada,  7%  in  Idaho,  6%  in  Oregon  and  5%  in  Illinois, 

Table  Ho,  4  -  Distribution  of  Vehicles  by  Type 

Data  obtained  at  the  Lima  station  showed  that : 

43%  were  single  unit  trucks 

46%  were  tractor-semitrailer  combinations 

117,,  were  truclc  -  full  trailer  combinations 

The  Saltese  station  showed  that; 

217o  were  single  unit  trucks 

89%  were  tractor-semitrailer  combinations 

10%  were  truck  -  full  trailer  combinations 

The  cofflbined  stations  showed  that s 

52%  of  the  Montana  owned  trucks  were  of  the  single  unit  type= 
k8%   of  the  Montana  owned  trucks  palled  trailers, 

227.,  of  the  Out-of-State  trucks  were  of  the  single  unit  type. 

78%  of  the  Out-of-state  trucks  pulled  trailers o 

Table  No,  5  -  License  Plate  Status 
The  following  data  were  taken  from  the  combined  stations s 

Of  the  Montana  owned  trucks  - 

917o  were  licensed  in  Montana  only 
b%  were  licensed  in  Montana  and  other  states 

3%  were  licensed  in  another  state  only 

Of  the  Montana  owned  trailers  = 

887o  wer®  licensed  in  Montana  only 
7%  were  licensed  in  Montana  and  other  states 
5%  were  licensed  in  another  state  only 

Of  the  &at-of -State  tracks  - 

107..  were  licensed  in  Montana  only 
57»  were  licensed  in  Montana  and  other  states 

847<.  were  licensed  in  another  state  only 
l?o  -  the  license  status  was  not  specified 

Of  the  Oat-of -State  trailers  - 

9%  were  licensed  in  Montana  only 
57o  were  licensed  in  Montana  and  other  states 
86%  were  licensed  in  another  state  only 
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Table  60  -  Reciprocity  Status 
The  reciprocity  status  on  license  plates  was  as  follows  s 


of  the  trucks  had  full  reciprocity 
9%  of  the  trucks  had  no  reciprocity 
33%  of  the  trucks  -  reciprocity  not  applicable 
(principally  Montana  owned) 

The  reciprocity  status  on  the  Gross  Vehicle  Weight  Tax  was  as  follows: 

547o  of  the  trucks  had  full  reciprocity 

14%  of  the  trucks  had  no  reciprocity 
32%  of  the  trucks  -  reciprocity  not  applicable 
(principally  Montana  owned) 

The  foregoing  is  based  on  data  obtained  at  the  combined  stations » 

L@  Ho„  7  -  Leasing  Status 


Data  taken  at  the  coiabined  stations  showed  that : 

2%   of  the  Montana  owned  trucks  were  leased  to 

other  Montana  operators 
3%  of  the  Montana  owned  trucks  were  leased  to 

out-of-state  operators 

1%  oi   the  out-of-state  trucks  were  leased  to 

Montana  operators 
3%   of  the  out=.of-state  trucks  were  leased  to 

other  out-of-state  operators 

Table  Noo  8  -  Suamary  _of_  7^°!^'^^°^^ 

As  explained  before^  complications  which  had  arisen  prevented  the  collec- 
tion of  data  concerning  violations  pertaining  to  livestock,  agricultural/  produce, 
liqpaor,  @tCo  The  limited  aaount  of  eolurans  available  on  the  IBM  card  also  narrowed 
th@  suramarisation  of  violations  to  those  concerned  principally  with  the  aotor  ve- 
hicle itself,  such  as  loadings,  Gc  Vo  ¥=  Tax  status  and  license  plate  status.  Al- 
though soaig  reliable  MRC  data  were  obtained  at  the  Lima  station,  in  general,  the  data 
obtained  at  this  station  were  incossplete  and  were  not  summarised,,  The  MRC  data  ob- 
tained at  th®  Saltese  station  were  relatively  complete  and  have  been  sunimarised  in 
Table  No„  8= 

It  may  be  noted  that  the  nuiriber  of  license  plate  and  Go  Y<,   ¥«  Tax  viola- 
tions sho'wn,  in  Table  Noc  8  was  qpaite  substantialo  In  explanation  of  these  violations 
it  should  be  stated  that  a  considarable  number  of  these  violations  were  recorded  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  the  vehicles  did  not  carry  registration  cards o  In  the  absence 
of  these  cards,  it  was  iaiposeible  to  determine  whether  the  vehicles  were  properly  re- 
gistered with  respect  to  license  plates  and  the  Go  Vo  ¥0  Tax,  and  consequently,  they 


were  recordied  as  being  in  violation  of  these  respective  laws„  If  the  survey  had  been 
continued  for  sufficient  time,  the  registration  card  situation  would  undoubtedly  have 
been  rectified,  and  there  would  not  have  been  so  many  violations  of  these  types = 

It  should  also  be  explained  that  out-of-state  vehicles  are  entitled  to 
travel  to  the  office  of  the  nearest  county  treasurer  where  the  operator  can  make 
th©  necessary  arrangements  for  payment  of  registration  and  Go  ¥«  ¥=  fees,  if  re- 
quired. Since  the  port  of  entry  stations  were  located  near  the  State  line,  the  op- 
erators of  vehicles  entering  the  State  had  not  had  an  opportunity  to  contact  '.;he 
nearest  treasurer;  however,  for  statistical  purposes,  those  vehicles  which  did  not 
have  reciprocit]!^  clearance  were  classified  as  being  in  violation  of  the  respective 
registration  and  G.  Vo  Wo  Tax  lawso 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  violations  were  reported  as  follows; 

1  out  of  23  Montana  owned  vehicles  violated  the  Go   Vo  ¥»  lawo 

1  out  of  17  Montana  owned  vehicles  violated  the  registration  laws. 


1  out  of  5  out-of-state  vehicles  violated  the  Go  Vo  ¥« 

1  out  of  6  out-of-state  vehicles  violated  the  registration  laws  a 

Go  Vo  ¥o  violations  amounted  to  41%  of  the  total  violations,, 
Registration  violations  amounted  to  35%   of  the  total  violations. 
MRC  violations  amounted  to  287<,  of  the  total  violations  at  the 

Saltese  station^ 

Overloading  did  not  appear  to  be  too  serious,  amounting  to  about 
5%  of  the  total  violations. 

There  was  one  violation  of  some  type  for  every  seven  Montana 

owned  vehicles o 
There  was  one  violation  of  some  type  for  every  two  out-of-state 

vehicles  0 

Table  Ho,  9  -  Vehicle  Loads 

B©cau.<s©  of  the  diversity  of  information  reported  in  Table  No.  9,  it  is  sug- 
gested that  reference  be  made  to  the  table  itself  for  data  of  interest.  A  regular 
loadometer  survey  is  conducted  by  the  Planning  Survey  during  each  year,  and  the  in- 
formation reported  in  Table  Ko,  9  duplicates  to  a  certain  extent  the  data  contained 
in  the  annual  Loadoaater  Report.  It  is  interesting  to  note,  however,  that  the  data 
contained  in  Table  Nc  9  agrees  substantially  with  that  presented  in  the  Loadometer 
Report  0 

Table  No„  9  presents  a  surranary  of  axle  loads  for  each  type  of  vehicle  or 
combinations  of  vehicles  which  may  be  of  interest.   In  some  instances  the  sample 
for  one  partiei-s.lar  typ©  of  vehicl®  is  quit©  low,  and  consequently  it  is  not  an  ade- 
quate base  for  general! sat ion. 
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Table  Ho,  10  -  Potential  Fee  Collections 

This  table  shows  the  amount  of  fees  which  might  have  been  collected  on  the 
basis  of  registration  and  Go  V,  W»  violations  which  occurred  at  the  combined  stations. 
Here  again,  it  should  be  repeated  that  a  large  percentage  of  the  violations  were  re- 
corded because  the  vehicles  did  not  carry  registration  cards.  These  vehicles  were 
considered  as  being  subject  to  license  plates  fees  and  also  an  itinerant  G,  Vo  Wo 
trip  permit,  regardless  of  the  fact  that  they  might  be  carrying  license  plates  on  the 
vehicle. 

It  may  be  noted  that  a  high  percentage  of  the  fees  were  chargeable  against 
vehicles  from  states  with  which  reciprocity  agreements  are  in  effect,  such  as  Oregon 
and  Washington,  This  condition  arises  because  a  large  number  of  these  vehicles  did 
not  carry  registration  cards  in  proper  order. 

Because  of  the  foregoing  situation  and  the  fact  that  the  county  treasurers 
did  not  always  collect  the  full  amount  of  the  fees  due,  or  the  justices  of  the  peace 
did  not  find  the  operator  guilty  of  the  violation,  the  following  figures  are  probably 
somewhat  overstated.  They  do,  however,  represent  a  picture  of  the  potential  fees 
that  might  have  been  collected; 

Go  Va   W„  Fees  -  $6,476.00  or  $1.37  per  vehicle 

License  Plate  Fees  -  $8,303.00  or  $1.75  per  vehicle 

« 

Tn.B   table  also  shows  that  a  potential  of  $1,242,00  might  have  been  collected 
from  1261  Montana  owned  vehicles,  or  $.98  per  vehicle.  These  violations  included  pri- 
marily the  lack  of  registration  cards,  lack  of  license  plates,  lack  of  G,  V.  W.  re- 
gistration, and  loads  in  excess  of  Go  V„  W.  registration. 

Table  Ho,  11  -  Motor  Fuel  Carried  in  Tanks 

There  has  always  been  considerable  speculation  about  the  amount  of  motor 
fuel  carried  in  the  tanks  of  incoming  trucks  which  was  purchased  in  other  states 
and  which  ia  used  to  propel  the  trucks  on  Montana  highways  free  of  tax.  Reference 
should  be  made  to  Table  Ho.  11  for  full  details  of  the  importation  and  exportation 
of  motor  fuel.  The  following  salient  facts  are  extracted  from  this  table; 

Montana  owned  trucks  entering  the  State  carried  25  gallons  of  gasoline 
n  m  It  s!  i"         "  ">         57   w     If     diesel  fuel 

Montana  owned  trucks  leaving  the  State  carried  33  gallons  of  gasoline 
»      mi*  IV  se         IS  II         59  m  m     diesel  fuel 

Out-of-state  trucks  entering  the  State  carried  32  gallons  of  gasoline 
,1     m         IS  n  IS  n         ss  is         76   "     "     diesel  fuel 

Out-of-state  trucks  leaving  the  State  carried  30  gallons  of  gasoline 
w  B'    IS  IS  IS  IS         II  IS         73  fi  'I     diesel  fuel 

All  trucks  entering  the  State  carried  55  gallons  of  either  type  of 

motor  fuel 
All  tracks  leaving  the  State  carried  5k   gallons  of  either  type  of 

motor  fuel 
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This  table  indicates  that  any  revenue  gained  from  taxation  of  motor  fuel 
entering  the  State  would  have  to  be  offset  by  credits  for  tax  paid  on  motor  fuel 
purchased  in  the  State  but  carried  outside  the  State o 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  no  attempt  was  made  to  actually  measure  the 
fuel  in  tanks  on  trucks.  The  drivers  were  simply  asked  to  state  the  amount  of  fuel 
in  their  tanks o  For  this  reason,  there  was  a  possibility  that  true  figures  were  not 
given.  However^  the  fact  that  importations  agreed  closely  with  exportations  (for 
which  there  was  no  incentive  to  misstate  the  amount  of  fuel)  would  indicate  that  the 
figures  are  reasonably  accurate. 

Table  Mo.  12  -  Summons  and  Fines 

This  table,  which  was  prepared  on  the  basis  of  infonnation  supplied  by  the 
Highway  Patrol,  shows  that: 

At  the  Lima  station,  a  summons  was  issued  to  1  out  of  each  11  vehicles; 
fines  collected  amounted  to  S=93  per  vehicle  inspected  at  the  station. 

At  the  Saltese  station,  a  siinanons  was  issued  for  1  out  of  each  15  vehicles; 
fines  collected  amount  to  $,79  per  vehicle  inspected  at  the  station. 

Table  Mo,  13  ^  Registered  G,  V,  W,  and  Operating  Weights 
(Montana-Owned  Vehicles) 

This  table  present  a  comparison  of  the  registered  weights  in  the  various 
Go  V,  Wo  categories  and  the  actual  operating  weights  (average  of  loaded  and  empty 
vehicles)  in  the  same  Go  V,  W,  categories.  The  following  is  a  brief  summary  of  the 

principal  features ; 

TRUCKS  -  Actual  operating  weights  ranged  from  607=  of  registered 
Go  Vo  ¥o  for  trucks  in  the  16,000  pound  G,  V,  W,  category  to  897c 
of  the  registered  Go  ¥»  ¥,  for  trucks  in  the  38^000  pound  category. 
The  average  operating  weight  for  all  trucks  averaged  74%  of  their 
combined  registered  gross  vehicle  weights.  The  sizes  of  samples 
and  the  conaistency  of  figures  tend  to  support  the  reliability  of 
thes€5  figures , 

TRAILERS  -  Actual  operating  weights  ranged  from  kk%  of  the  regis- 
tered Go  Vo  Wo  for  trailers  in  the  42,000  pound  Go  Vo  Wo  category 
to  1207o  of  the  registered  Go  V,  W,  for  trailers  in  the  20,000 
pound  Go  Vo  W,  category.   In  both  of  these  instances,  the  number 
of  vehicles  was  so  small  [2   and  4  respectively)  that  the  figures 
are  not  reliable.  The  average  operating  weight  for  all  trailers 
amounted  to  697.  of  the  corobined  registered  gross  vehicle  weights 
for  this  type   of  vehicle.  This  figure  was  based  on  a  sample  of 
457  trailers  which  appears  to  be  large  enough  for  statistical 
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Table  No-  14  -  Reciprocity  Chart  for  License  Plates 

This  chart  shows  the  reciprocity  conditions  which  were  in  effect  at  the 
time  the  survey  was  made. 

Table  No.  15  -  Reciprocity  Chart  for  G.  V.  W.  Tax  Law 

This  chart  shows  the  reciprocity  conditions  which  were  in  effect  at  the 
time  the  survey  was  made. 

Sample  of  Questionnaire  (2  sheets) 
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NUMBER  AND  DISTRIB,UTION  BY  STATES  OF  TRUCKS 
AND  TRUCK-TRAILERS  EXAMINED  AT  PILOT  POHT-OF-ENTHY  STATIONS 


TABLE  NO.  1 

STATE 

OF 
OWNER 

LIMA  STATION 

SALTESE  STATION 

COMBINED  STATIONS 

FROM  JULY  15  TO  AUGUST  6 

FROM  AUGUST  11  TO  AUGUST  31 

FROM  JULY  15  TO  AUGUST  31 

ENTERING 

LEAVING 

LOCAL 

TOTAL 

ENTERING 

LEAVING 

TOTAL 

ENTERING 

LEAVING 

LOCAL 

TOTAL 

PERCENT 
OF  TOTAL 

Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

8 

1 

69 

7 

1 
8 

61 
4 

1 
16 

1 

130 

U 

3 

1 
7 
3 

7 

3 

10 

3 

10 

4 

17 

6 

3 
8 
2 

76 
10 

8 
8 
3 
71 
7 

11 

16 

5 

147 

17 

0.23 
0.34 
0.11 
3.11 
0.36 

Connecticut 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Illinois 

1 

297 
2 

289 
1 

19 

1 

605 
3 

1 
4 
1 
77 
5 

2 
6 

87 
8 

3 
10 

1 

164 

13 

1 
5 
1 
374 
7 

2 

6 

376 
9 

19 

3 

11 

1 

769 

16 

0.06 
0.23 
0.02 
16.26 
0.34 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Maryland 

7 

1 
1 
1 

7 

2 

1 

1 

14 
3 
1 
2 
1 

25 
22 

4 

1 

55 

15 

5 

1 
2 

80 

37 

9 

1 

3 

32 

23 

5 

1 
1 

62 

17 

5 

2 

3 

94 

40 

10 

3 

4 

1.99 
0.85 
0.21 
0.06 
0.08 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

1 
1 
4 

2 

1 
1 

2 

1 
2 
5 

4 

15 

51 

2 

4 

19 

46 
4 
5 

34 

97 

6 

9 

1 
16 
55 

2 

6 

20 

47 
4 
7 

1 

36 

102 

6 

13 

0.02 
0.76 
2.16 
0.13 
0.27 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

??1 

7 

221 
3 
3 

301 

743 
3 

10 

236 
16 

1 

282 
22 

2 

1 

518 
38 

3 

1 

457 
16 

7 
1 

503 

25 

3 

2 

1 

301 

1261 

41 

10 

3 

1 

26.68 
0.87 
0.21 
0.06 
0.02 

New  Mexico 
New  York 
North  Carolina 
North  Dakota 
Ohio 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 

8 

1 

9 

1 

1 

17 
2 

1 
1 
9 

1 

1 

9 

1 

1 
1 
1 
18 
2 

0.02 
0.02 
0.02 
0.38 
0.04 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
South  Dakota 
Tennessee 

75 
5 

84 
4 

159 
9 

7 

299 

3 

16 

3 
310 

4 
19 

1 

10 

609 

7 

35 

1 

7 

374 

3 

21 

3 

394 

4 

23 

1 

10 
768 

7 
44 

1 

0.21 
16.25 
0.15 
0.93 
0.02 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

V/ashington 

Wisconsin 

7 
104 

33 

1 
89 

32 

1 
1 

8 
194 

66 

1 
8 
1 
333 
8 

8 
13 

2 

372 

22 

9 

21 

3 

705 

30 

8 

n? 

1 

366 
8 

9 

102 

2 

404 

22 

1 
1 

17 

215 

3 

771 

30 

0.36 
4.55 
0.06 
16.32 
0.63 

Wyoming 

Canada 

Alaska 

7 

2 

5 
6 

12 
8 

3 

98 

3 
93 

1 

6 

191 

1 

10 
100 

8 

99 

1 

18 
199 

1 

0.38 

4.21 

0.02 

TOTAL 

866 

828 

322 

2016 

1266 

1446 

2712 

2132 

2274 

322 

4728 

100.00 

ORIGIN  AND  DESTINATION  OF  TRUCK  TRIPS 
REPORTED  AT  LIMA  STATION 

TABLE  NO.  2 

STATE   OF   DESTINATION 


STATE 

OF 
ORIGIN 

■a. 

■A 
o 

o 

8 

g 

i 

1 

o 

si 

3 

CD 
C 
nj 
■H 

m 

1 

-P 
o 

CO 

o 

-H 

1 

s 
1 

0 

a 

a 
t 

1 

EH 

si 

i2 

I 

CO 
o 

■d 
1 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

CaUfornia 

Colorado 

Florida 

1 

2 

2 

2 

159 
5 
2 

4 

1 

1 

2 
1 
166 
& 
2 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

1 

1 
1 

1 

6 

1 

1 

417 

2 

8 

16 

2 

1 
453 

1 
1 
1 

Kansas 

Louisiana 

Maryland 

Minnesota 

Montana 

4 

2 

2 

109 

3 

IM 

1 
334 

,1 

1 

3 

2 

151 

1 
3 

1 

11 

3 

1 
1 
2 
2 
1069 

Nebraska 
Nevada 
New  Mexico 
North  Dakota 
Ohio 

3 

1 

7 

1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

2 

7 

1 
5 
1 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Texas 

Utah 

1 
2 

1 

7 

1 

5 

167 

3 

1 

1 
5 

1 
8 
1 
6 
178 

Washington 

Wyoming 

Canada 

1 

1 
1 

13 
37 

2 

5 

10 
3 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 
14 

26 
48 
21 

Total 

6 

120 

3 

1 

1 

506 

2 

3 

1 

1126 

1 

1 

7 

3 

4 

160 

22 

1 

27 

21 

2016 

ORIGIN  AHE  DESTINATION  OF  TRUCK  TRIPS 
REPORTED  AT  SALTESE  STATION 

TABLE  NO.  3 

STATE   OF   DESTINATION 




td 

0) 

!>. 

ta 

•H 

o 

STATE 

OF 
ORIGIN 

•a; 

0) 

o 

•H 
U 

01 

O 

1 

o 
o 

ft 

o 

1 

M 

nJ 

■rH 

g 

H 

[0 

(0 

3 

a; 

1 

t 

s 

1 

o 

05 
0) 

•H 
(0 

tn 

•H 

cn 

s! 

■H 

o 
n 
w 

1 

5 

XI 

3 

e 

CD 

r-l 
O 

a] 
o 

-p 
o 

til 
a 

S3 

O 
•H 

o 

c 
o 

1 

fl> 

Oh 

2 

o 

.id 

n3 
CO 

-P 

t3 

•H 
C 
•H 

> 

1 

a 

o 
o 

1 

5 

01 

1 

■g 

E-i 

Alabama 

1 

5 
1 
2 

1 

1 

5 

5 
5 
2 

Arkansas 

California 

1 

1 

2 

1 
1 

1 

Colorado 

1 

Connecticut 

D.  C.  ■ 
Florida 

1 

1 

8 
6 
3 

24 
86 

9 

7 

3 

150 

137 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Illinois 

u 

1 

2 

2 

105 

1 

50 

1 

1 

Indiana 

10 

22 

32 
26 

Iowa 
Kansas 

2 

3 
2 
1 

5 
2 
1 

Kentucky 

Maine 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

4 

1 

2 

25 

1 

28 

102 

3 

18 

1 

49 

131 

3 
10 

Mississippi 

4 

Missouri 

Montana 
Nebraska 

7 

138 

1 

1 

1 

49 

1 

517 
11 

1 
1 

2 

716 
12 

1 
1 
1 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey- 

1 

Hew  lork 

1 

1 

6 

4 
14 

8 

5 

19 

North  Carolina 

1 

2 

2 

North  Dakota 

1 

Oliio 

1 

2 

12 

4 

15 
4 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

1 

38 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

17 

57 

1 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

16 
2 

11 

2 

1 

138 
3 

33 
4 

12 

Pennsylvania 

13 

South  Dakota 

4 

Texas 
Utah 

1 
1 

i 

Virginia 
Washington 

2 

1 

1 

9 

2 

2 

3 

18 

96 

1 

17 

4 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

14 

77 

2 

12 

518 

7 

3 

5 

3 

31 

7 

2 

1 

2 

6 

20 

5 

2 

2 

1 
8 

9 

10 

5 

1 

3 

908 

1 

9 

West  Virginia 

1 

Vfyoming 

2 

2 

V 

i 

14 

Canada 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

4 

208 

1 

220 

1 

Alaska 

1 

Total 

2 

1 

1 

U 

11 

2 

2 

3 

188 

135 

2 

20 

5 

2 

2 

3 

2 

3 

17 

97 

2 

14 

688 

8 

1 

/t 

8 

3 

36 

10 

2 

175 

2 

6 

23 

6 

4 

950 

12 

10 

235 

4 

2712 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  VEHICLES  BY  TYPE 
TABLE  NO.  4 


LIM  STATION 

SALT^E  STATION 

COMBINED 

?SHICLE  TYPE 

MONTANA 

OTHER  STATE 

MONTANA 

OTHER  STATE 

MONTANA 

OTHER  STATE 

Single  unit  truck  with  two  axles 
Single  unit  truck  with  three  axles 
Sub-total  -  Single  unit  trucks 

439 

40 

479 

353 
385 

160 

20 

180 

355 
36 

391 

599 
60 

659 

708 

69 

777 

Two  axle  tractor  with  one  axle  semi-trailer 
Two  axle  tractor  with  two  axle  semi=trailer 
Three  axle  tractor  with  one  axle  semi=trailer 
Three  axle  tractor  ifith  two  axle  semi=trailer 
Sub-total  =»  Tractor  seiaii-trailer  eombination 

28 

43 
2 

153 
226 

107 

96 

3 

486 

692 

52 

45 

1 

154 

252 

343 

178 
5 

1102 
1628 

80 

3 
307 
478 

450 

274 

8 

1588 

2320 

Two  axle  truck  with  two  axle  trailer 
Two  axle  truek  with  three  axle  trailer 
Three  axle  tiTick  with  two  axle  trailer 
Three  axle  truck  with  three  axle  trailer 
Sub-total  -  Truck  trailer  combinations 

22 

16 

3^ 

11 

1 

25 

192 

3 
5 

66 

12 

"86 

3 

2 

28 

142 

175 

3 
5 

28 

124 

14 

3 

53 

222 
367 

Not  specified. 

3 

3 

TOTAL  ALT,  VEHICLE 

743 

1273 

518 

2194 

1261 

3467 

TOTAL  BY  STATIONS 

2016 

2712 

4728 

LICENSE  STATUS  OF  TRUCKS  AND  TIAILERS 
TABLE  NO,  5 


STATION  AM)  VEHICLE 

NOT 

SPECIFIED 

LICENSED 
IN  MONTANA 

LICENSED  IN 
MONTANA  AND 
OTHER  STATES 

LICENSED 
IN  OTHER 
STATES  ONLY 

TOTAL 

LIMA  STATION 

Montana  Owned; 
Trucks 
Trailers 

Out~of-^State  Owned  s 
Trucks 
Trailers 

All  Vehicles 

2 

14 

662 
220 

70 
43 

59 

31 

58 

20 

1101 
783 

.1 

743 
264 

1273 
884 

16 

995 

236 

1917 

3164 

SALTESE  STATION 

Montana  Owned; 
Trucks 
Trailers 

Out~of -State  Owned: 
Trucks 
Trailers 

All  Vehicles 

4 
4 

487 
307 

267 
207 

14 
10 

103 
80 

33 

21 

1820 
1516 

518 
338 

2194 
1803 

8 

1268 

207 

3370 

4853 

COMBINED  STATIONS 

6 

18 

1149 
527 

337 
250 

73 

41 

191 
138 

33 

34 

2921 
2299 

1261 
602 

3467 
2687 

Montana  Owned? 
Trucks 
Trailers 

Out-of-state  Owned? 
Trucks 
Trailers 

All  Vehicles 

24 

2263 

443 

5287 

8017 

RECIPROCITY  STATUS  BY  STATION 
TABLE  NO.  6 


RECIPROCITY  STATUS  -  NUMBER  OF  TRUCKS 

STATION 

FULL 

PARTIAL 

NONE 

NOT 

APPLICABLE 

TOTAL 

LIMA  STATION 

On  License  Plates 
On  G.  V.  W.  Tax 

955 
881 

152 
237 

909 
898 

2016 
2016 

SALTESE  STATION 

On  License  Plates 
On  G.  V.  W.  Tax 

1801 
1664 

1 

1 

280 
418 

630 
629 

2712 
2712 

COMBINED  STATIONS 

On  License  Plates 
On  G.  V.  W.  Tax 

2756 
2545 

1 

1 

432 
655 

1539 
1527 

4728 
4728 

LEASING  STATUS  OF  TRUCKS 
TABLE  NO.  7 

LIMA   STATION 

Montana  Owned  Trucks? 

15  -  Leased  to  other  Montana  operators 

2  -  Leased  to  out-of-state  operators 
17  -  Total  Trucks  Leased 


Out-of-state  Trucks s 

25  -  Leased  to  Montana  operators 
8  »  Leased  to  operators  in  same  state 
6  -  Leased  to  operators  in  another  state 

39  -  Total  Trucks  Leased 


SALTESE   STATION 

Montana  Owned  Trucks; 

10  -  Leased  to  other  Montana  operators 
34  -  Leased  to  out-of-state  operators 
44  -  Total  Trucks  Leased 


Out-of -State  Trucks; 

3  -  Leased  to  Montana  operators 
26  -  Leased  to  operators  in  same  state 
80  -  Leased  to  operators  in  another  state 
109  -  Total  Trucks  Leased 


SUMMARY  OF  VIOLATIONS  BY  TYPE 
AND  BY  STATIONS 

TABLE  NO.  8 


LIMA  STATION 

SALTESE  STATION 

COMBINM)  STATIONS 

STATE  OF  OWNERSHIP 

STATE  OF  OWNERSHIP 

STATE  OF  OWNERSHIP 

TYPE  OF  VIOLATION 

MONTANA 

OTHER 
STATE 

TOTAL 

MONTANA 

OTHER 
STATE 

TOTAL 

MONTANA 

OTHER 
STATE 

TOTAL 

Axle  Load 
Axle  Spacing 
Dimensions 
Total  Weight 
G,  V.  W, 
License  Plates 
M.  R.  C. 

Total  Violations 

1 

1 

38 
36 

76 

1 

2 

5 

253 

168 

429 

2 

2 

6 

291 

204 

505 

5 

2 

7 

16 
37 

M^ 
105 

11 
6 
2 

36 

415 
378 

3_10 
1158 

16 

6 

4 

43 

431 

415 

348 

1263 

6 

2 

8 

54 

73 

181 

12 

6 

4 

41 

668 

546 

310 

1587 

18 
6 
6 

49 
722 

619 

348 

1768 

Total  Vehicles 

743 

1273 

2016 

518 

2194 

2712 

1261 

346? 

4728 

Violations  Per  Vehicle 

OolO 

0,33 

0o25 

0o20 

0.52 

0,47 

0.14 

0»46 

0.37 

*  -  Incomplete  Date 


AVERAGE  LOADS  ON  AXLES  AND  TOTAL  LOADS  BY  VEHICLE  TYPE 
ON  BOTH  EMPTY  AND  LOADED  VEHICLES 

TABLE  NO.  9 


L  I 

•i  A   ST 

A  T  I  0  N 

MO. 
OF 

NO.  OF 

VEHICLES 

TRUCKS  AND  TRACTORS 

TRAILERS  AMD  SEMI-TRAILERS 

AVERAGE 

TOTAL 
LOAD  ON 

AVERAGE  LOAD  PER  AXLE 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL 

AVERAGE  LOAD  PER  AXLE 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL 

FRONT 

SECOND 

LAST 

FRONT 

SECOND 

LAST 

VEHICLE  OR  COMBINATION  TYPE 

AXLES 

l\fEIGHED 

AXLE 

AXLE 

AXLE 

LOAD 

AXLE 

AXLE 

AXLE 

LOAD 

COMBINATIONS 

Single  unit  truck  -  2  axles 

2 

747 

3,058 

5,891 

8,949 

Single  unit  truck  ~  3  axles 

3 

68 

7,014 

U,882 

11,796 

30,692 

2  axle  tractor  -  1  axle  semi-trailer 

3 

129 

5,480 

11,395 

16,875 

10,875 

10,875 

27,750 

2  axle  tractor  -  2  axle  semi-trailer 

4 

134 

6,575 

12,331 

18,906 

8,744 

9,457 

18,201 

37,107 

3  axle  tractor  -  1  axle  semi-trailer 

4 

5 

6,000 

10,400 

12,500 

28,900 

9,000 

9,000 

37,900 

3  axle  tractor  -  2  axle  semi-trailer 

5 

625 

8,561 

10,813 

11,233 

30,607 

10,078 

10,491 

20,569 

51,176 

2  axle  truck  -  -  2  axle  trailer 

4 

11 

4,363 

8,000 

12,363 

5,272 

6,000 

11,272 

23,635 

2  axle  truck   -  3  axle  trailer 

5 

1 

9,000 

10,000 

19,000 

11,000 

9,000 

9,000 

29,000 

48,000 

3  axle  truck   -  2  axle  trailer 

5 

45 

8,977 

11,555 

12,000 

32,532 

12,533 

12,333 

24, 866 

57,398 

3  axle  truck   -  3  axle  trailer 

6 

164 

8,402 

10,055 

10,543 

29,000 

9,666 

7,363 

7,325 

24,354 

53,354 

All  Vehicles 

1,929 

5,997 

9,024 

11,195 

20,285 

10,037 

9,401 

10,423 

21,228 

47,008 

SALTESE   STATION 


VEHICLE  OR  COJ-BINATION  TYPE 

NO. 
OF 

AXLES 

NO.  OF 

VEHICLES 
WEIGHED 

TRUCKS  AND  TRjVCTORS 

TRAILERS  ANB  SEMI-TRAILERS 

AVERAGE 

TOTAL 

LOAD  ON 

COMBINATIONS 

aVERjiGE  LOAD  PER  AXLE 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL 
LOAD 

AVERAGE  LOAD  PER  AXLE 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL 
LOAD 

FRONT 
AXLE 

SECOND 
AXLE 

LAST 
AXLE 

FRONT 
AXLE 

SECOND 
AXLE 

LAST 
AXLE 

Single  unit  truck  -  2  axles 
Single  unit  truck  -  3  axles 
2  axle  tractor  -  1  axle  semi-trailer 

2  axle  tractor  -  2  axle  semi -trailer 

3  axle  tractor  -  1  axle  semi-trailer 
3  axle  tractor  -  2  axle  semi-trailer 
2  axle  truck   -  2  axle  trailer 

2  axle  truck   -  3  axle  trailer 

3  axle  truck   -  2  axle  trailer 
3  axle  truck   -  3  axle  trailer 

2 
3 
3 
4 
4 
5 
4 
5 
5 
6 

498 

56 

389 

220 

6 

1,238 

6 

7 

91 
152 

3,771 
5,839 
5,303 
6,918 
7,333 
8,592 
6,167 
13,142 
8,296 
8,493 

8,080 

8,071 
11,271 
13,237 

9,500 
11,201 

8,333 
17,571 
10,967 
10,243 

7,176 

9,166 
11,494 

11,230 
10,523 

11,851 
21,086 
16,574 
20,155 
25,999 
31,287 
14,500 
30,713 
30,493 
29,259 

7,000 
17,  571 
12,099 
10,523 

11,182 

11,249 

10,833 

6,973 

10,835 
11,528 

7,500 
11,508 

8,000 
10, 833 
11,755 

7,028 

10,835 
22,710 
7,500 
22,757 
15,000 
39,237 
23,854 
24,524 

27,409 
42,865 
33,499 
54,044 
29,500 
69,950 
54,347 
53,783 

All  Vehicles 

2,663 

7,001 

10,673 

11,217 

24,174 

11,193 

10,836 

11,050 

20,71s 

47,883 

COMBINED   STATIONS 


VEHICLE  OR  COMBINATION  TYPE 

NO. 
OF 

AXLES 

NO.  OF 
VEHICLES 
VffilGHED 

TRUCKS  AND  TRi\CTOfiS 

TRAILERS  AM)  SEMI-TRAILERS 

AVERAGE 

TOTAL 

LOAD  ON 

COMBINATIONS 

AVERAGE  LOAD  PER  AXLE 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL 
LOAD 

AVERAGE  LOAD  PER  AXLE 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL 
LOAD 

FRONT 
AXLE 

SECOND 
AXLE 

LAST 
AXLE 

FRONT 
AXLE 

SECOND 
AXLE 

LAST 
AXLE 

Single  unit  truck  -  2  axles 
Single  unit  truck  -  3  axles 
2  axle  tractor  -  1  axle  semi-trailer 

2  axle  tractor  -  2  axle  semi-trailer 

3  axle  tractor  -  1  axle  semi-trailer 
3  axle  tractor  -  2  axle  serai-trailer 
2  axle  truck   -  2  axle  trailer 

2  axle  truck   -  3  axle  trailer 

3  axle  truck   -  2  axle  trailer 
3  axle  tr-uck   -  3  axle  trailer 

2 
3 
3 
4 
4 
5 
4 
5 
5 
6 

1,245 

124 

518 

354 

11 

1,863 

17 

8 

136 

316 

3,343 
6,483 
5,347 
6,788 
6,727 
8,581 
4,999 
12,624 
8,521 
8,445 

6,766 
10,160 
11,301 
12,894 

9,909 
11,070 

8,117 
16,624 
11,161 
10,L'45 

9,709 

10,681 
11,406 

11,484 
10,533 

10,109 
26.352 
16,648 
19,682 
27,317 
31,057 
13,116 
29,248 
31,166 
29,123 

5,881 
16,749 
12,242 
10,078 

10,259 

10, 856 

10,603 

7,175 

10, 844 
10,744 

8,181 
11,166 

6,705 
10,603 
11,946 

7,182 

10,844 
21,003 
8,181 
22,022 
12,586 
37,955 
24,188 
24,435 

27,492 
40,685 
35,498 
53,079 
25,702 
67,203 
55,354 
53,558 

All  Vehicles 

4,592 

6,579 

9,980 

11,208 

22,539 

10,657 

10,314 

10,675 

20,384 

47,578 

POTENTIAL  COLLECTIONS  OF  G.V.W.  AND  LICENSE  FEES 
DISTRIBUTED  BY  STATIONS 

TABLE  NO.  10 


LIMA   S 

T  A  T  I  0  N 

S  A  L  T  E  S 

E   STAT 

ION 

STATE  OF 

NO.  OF 

G.V.W.TAX 

LICENSE 

NO.  OF 

G.V.W.TAX 

LICENSE 

OlflNER 

VEHICLES 

FW3 

FEES 

VEHICLES 

FEES 

FW3 

Alabama 

1 

1 

$ 

10 

$   10 

$       10 

Arizona 

16 

90 

90 

Arkansas 

1 

5 

10 

4 

40 

30 

Cali.forjiia 

130 

190 

55 

17 

55 

105 

Colorado 

11 

25 

10 

6 

50 

Connecticut 

3 

Florida 

1 

10 

10 

Georgia 

1 

10 

30 

Idaho 

605 

453 

63 

164 

285 

115 

IT linois 

3 

10 

5 

13 

50 

70 

Indiana 

14 

80 

20 

310 

Iowa 

3 

37 

60 

120 

Kansas 

1 

5 

9 

S5 

50 

Kentucky 

2 

1 

Louisiana 



Maine 

Maryland 

1 

5 

10 

3 

30 

Massaehusetts 

1 

Michigan 

2 

20 

10 

34 

345 

385 

lylinnesota 

5 

97 

105 

340 

Mississippi 

6 

60 

70 

Missouri 

4 

30 

20 

9 

60 

80 

Montana 

743 

157 

65 

518 

295 

725 

Nebraska 

3 

10 

10 

38 

20 

130 

Nevada 

10 

40 

20 

New  Hampshire 

3 

10 

New  Jersey 

1 

New  Mexico 

1 

10 

5 

New  York 

1 

10 

North  Carolina 

1 

North  Dakota 

1 

17 

35 

40 

Ohio 

2 

10 

10 

Oklahoma 

10 

50 

30 

Oregon 

159 

25 

5 

609 

435 

630 

PeRnsyl.¥ania 

7 

25 

15 

South  Dakota 

9 

35 

15 

110 

Tennessee 

1 

10 

5 

Texas 

„ 

9 

50 

10 

lit  ail 

194 

911 

710 

21 

150 

195 

¥irgim.a 

3 

20 

Washington 

66 

25 

20 

705 

710 

1230 

Wisconsin 

30 

40 

125 

Wyoming 

12 

10 

6 

35 

10 

Cana(da 

8 

10 

5 

191 

1280 

2170 

Alaska 

1 

10 

10 

Total 

2016 

1  2031 

$  1113 

2712 

1  4445 

1  7190 

MOTOR  FUEL  CARRIED  IN  TANKS 
(As  Reported  by  Driver) 


TABLE  NOo  11 


STATE  OF 
OWNERSHIP 


DIRECTION 
OF  TRAVEL 


TYPE  OF 
FUEL 


NO,  OF 

VEHICLES 


GALLONS  IN  TANK 


TOTAL 


AVERAGE 


LIMA  STATION 

Montana 
It 


Out-of-state 


II      II  11 

It      II  II 


All,  Vehicles 
ij     It 


Entering 
It 


Leaving 
II 


Entering 
11 


Leaving 
It 


Entering 
Leaving 


Gasoline 

Diesel 

Subtotal 

Gasoline 

Diesel 

Subtotal 

Gasoline 

Diesel 

Subtotal 

Gasoline 

Diesel 
Subtotal 

All  Fuel 
It   ti 

TOTAL 


129 

,92 

221 

109 
109 
218 

296 

345 
6a 

244 

3^ 
600 

862 
818 

1,680 


2,885 
5,583 
8,468 

3,361 
8i289 

11,650 

7,378 
21,463 
28,8a 

6,506 

23.240 
29,746 

37,309 
41.396 
78,705 


22,36 
60,68 
38.31 

30  =  83 
76  ..04 
53.44 

24o93 
62,21 
45.00 

26.66 

65.28 
49.57 

43 .28 
50.60 
46,84 


SALTESE  STATION 

Montana 
it 


H 
M 


It    II 


II 

•  1 

II 

1! 

11 

II 

11 

Veh 

.icl 

It 

II 

Entering 
11 


Leaving 
It 


Entering 

I) 


Leaving 
II 


Entering 
Leaving 


Gasoline 

Diesel 
Subtotal 

Gasoline 

Diesel 
Subtotal 

Gasoline 

Diesel 

Subtotal 

Gasoline 

Diesel 

Subtotal 

All  Fuel 
11    n 

TOTAL 


116 
120 

235 

139 

141 
280 

348 

679 

17027 


li)263 

2,701 


3,327 
6.472 

9,799 

4,700 

8.903 

13,603 

13,275 
56,162 

69,437 
14^812 

79,236 

80,586 

159,822 


28,68 

53.93 
41.52 

33,81 

Op  ol-4 
48,58 

380 14 
82„71 
67,61 

31.18 

76,38 
57.84 

62,73 
56 ,04 

59.17 


ALL  STATIONS 

All  Vehicles 
tt     ti 


Entering 
Leaving 


All  Fuel 
It       II 

TOTAL 


116,545 
121^9^ 

238,527 


54.84 

54.07 
54.44 


SUMMONSES  ISSUED  AND  FINES  PAID 
(As  Reported  by  Highway  Patrol) 

TABLE  NO.  12 


LIMA  STATION 

SALTESE  STATION 

COMBINEU 

STATIONS 

SUMMONSES 

FINES 

SUMMONSES 

FINES 

SUMMONSES 

FINES 

TYPE  OF  VIOLATION 

ISSUED 

PAID 

ISSUED 

PAID 

ISSUED 

PAID 

No.  Registration  Card 

78 

$  625,00 

109 

#1,065.00 

187 

11,690,00 

Gross  Vehicle  Weight 

43 

460 oOO 

33 

512.50 

76 

972,50 

Driver  License 

27 

160,00 

15 

112,50 

42 

272.50 

License  Plate 

17 

135 »00 

20 

220.00 

37 

355,00 

Over  Weight 

21 

440.00 

8 

225.00 

29 

665.00 

Over  Width 

1 

25.00 

1 

25,00 

Over  Length 

1 

25.00 

1 

25,00 

Mechanical 

1 

10.00 

1 

10,00 

TOTAL 

189 

11,880.00 

185 

12,135,00 

374 

14,015.00 

Average  Per  Vehicle 

.094 

1   0.93 

.068 

$   0,79 

,079 

$        0.85 

COMPARISON  OF  REGISTERED  GROSS  VEHICLE  WEIGHT 
WITH  ACTUAL  OPERATING  WEIGHTS 
LOADED  AND  EMPTY  VEHICLES  COMBINES 
AT  SALTESE  AND  LIMA  STATIONS 

TABLE  NO.  13 


MONTANA 

OWNED  TRUCKS 

MON' 

CANA  OWNED  TRAILERS 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

EEG. 
GVW 

NO,  OF 
VEHICLES 

WEIGHT 
000# 

AVERAGE  WEIGHT 

REGo 
GVW 

NOo  OF 
VEHICLE 

WEIGHT 
000# 

AVERAGE  WEIGHT 

POUNDS 

%   OF  REGoGVW 

POUNDS 

%   OF  REGoGVW 

6 

121 

512 

4,231 

70 

6 

8 

35 

176 

5,028 

62 

8 

10 

34 

207 

6,088 

61 

10 

12 

9 

79 

8,77? 

73 

12 

U 

28 

278 

9,929 

70 

14 

3 

29 

9,666 

69 

16 

28 

271 

9,678 

60 

16 

11 

118 

10,727 

6? 

18 

32 

355 

11,093 

62 

18 

38 

408 

10,736 

60 

20 

67 

872 

13,015 

65 

20 

4 

96 

24,000 

120 

22 

72 

1^046 

14,527 

66 

22 

— 

— = 

_  _ 

_  _ 

24 

84 

1,330 

15,833 

65 

24 

5 

73 

14,600 

61 

26 

79 

1,474 

18,658 

71 

26 

2 

59 

29,500 

113 

28 

35 

664 

18,971 

67 

28 

8 

127 

15,875 

56 

30 

12 

264 

22,000 

73 

30 

25 

470 

18,800 

63 

32 

13 

331 

25,461 

80 

32 

236 

5,56? 

23,5m 

74 

34 

5 

110 

22,000 

65 

34 

6 

133 

22,166 

65 

36 

29 

790 

27,241 

75 

36 

102 

2,412 

23,647 

66 

38 

54 

1.835 

33,981 

89 

38 

15 

351 

23,400 

62 

40 

104 

3.318 

31,904 

80 

40 

= 

-  - 

-  - 

42 

169 

5,441 

32,195 

77 

42 

2 

37 

18,500 

44 

TOTAL 



1,010 

19,353 

19,161 

74 

TOTAL 

457 

9,880 

21,619 

69 

STATE   OF   MONTANA 

HIGHWAI   PLANNING   SURVEY 

RECIPEOCITT   CHART 

HETISED   JULY   2  2,   1954 


Table  No.  14 


Vehicles  from  states  not  having  reciprocity  are  subject  to  trip  fees  when  used  in 

caravan  or  driveaway  methods. 

Private  passenger  cars  from  all  states  shall  be  granted  full  reciprocity,  provided  that  the  owner  is  not  engaged  in  gainful  occupation,   1 

or  that  the  vehicle  is  not  operated  for  hire. 

Full  reciprocity  on  license  plates  and  gross  vehicle  weight  tax  is  granted  to  all  chartered  busses  for  schools,  religious  organizations, 

and  charitable  institutions,  provided  they  are  licensed  from  one  of  the  States  listed  below  having  reciprocity. 

This  form  gives  the  general  infornHtion  only  -  for  specific  information  on  any  States  listed  or  on  vehicles  from  other  States,  VfRITE 

WIRE  OR  PHONE  the  Registrar  of  Motor  Vehicles  at  Deer  Lodge,  Montana. 

RB3ISTRAT10N  AND  LICENSING  BASED  ON  INTERSTATE  OPERATIONS  OF  COMMERCIAL  VEHICLES 

STATE 

2/  LICENSE 

FOREIGN 

5/  DEALERS  PLATES 
t/  ON  FOREIGN  VEH. 
-'   OR  COMBINATIONS 

OR 

4/   PLATE 
^        FEES 

IN-TRANSIT 

CARAVAM 

REMARKS 

PROVINCE 

PLATES 

VEHICLES 

Alabama 

Granted 

Granted 

Alaska 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Arizona 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Arkansas 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

California 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

Colorado 

Granted 

Granted 

Connecticut 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

Delaware 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

District  of  Col. 

Granted 

Granted 

Florida 

Granted 

Granted 

Georgia 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Idaho 

Granted 

(1)    Granted 

(1)  Only  when  used  in  conduct  of  dealer's  business. 

Illinois 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

soliciting  or  demonstrating  in  other  State  pro- 

Indiana 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

hibited. 

Iowa 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

Kansas 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

Kentucky 

Granted 

*j  > 

Not  Granted 

Louisiana 

Granted 

M  "S 

(2)    Granted 

(2)  moving  own  vehicles  from  factory  to  dealers 

Maine 

Not  Granted 

0)   CO 

en   :d 

Not  Granted 

place  of  business  or  distributor  to  dealer. 

Maryland 

Granted 

V 

Not  Granted 

Massachusetts 

Granted 

-H  J 

ra 

Granted 

Michigan 

Not  Granted 

:S  s 

OJ   0) 

Not  Granted 

Minnesota 

Granted 

XI 

a    „ 

Granted 

Mississippi 

Not  Granted 

tn  M 

O  -H 

Not  Granted 

Missouri 

Not  Granted 

S- 

•;1  S 

Not  Granted 

Nebraska 

Granted 

S  ^ 

r-i 

Granted 

Nevada 

Not  Granted 

^  ^ 

bO  r-i 

Not  Granted 

New  Hampshire 

Granted 

"g-^ 

^     ." 

Not  Granted 

Nev7  Jersey 

Granted 

u    g 

»   0) 

Not  Granted 

New  Mexico 

Granted 

s  s 

^      % 

Granted 

New  York 

Granted 

u   a 
p." 

8  ^ 

o    o 

Not  Granted 

North  Carolina 

Granted 

O   ID 

Granted 

(3)  2  or  more  must  prorate 

North  Dakota 

(3)  Granted 

&- 

O   0] 

(4)Dealers  Granted 

(4)  Not  granted  to  distributors 

Ohio 

Granted 

<  -C 

42  -P 

Not  Granted 

Oklahoma 

2  Trips  Month 

5£ 

^  d 

Not  Granted 

Oregon 

Granted 

i^ 

cn  -H 

Not  Granted 

Pennsylvania 

Granted 

g  §- 

"  g 

Granted 

Rhode  Island 

Granted 

^ " 

H   g 

Not  Granted 

South  Carolina 

Granted 

-p 

Si 

Not  Granted 

South  Dakota 

Granted 

s  ^ 

e:  h 

Granted 

Tennessee 

Not  Granted 

a  " 

Not  Granted 

Texas 

Granted 

(5)    Granted 

(5)  Moving  own  vehicles  from  factory  to  dealers 

Utah 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

place  of  business  or  distributor  to  dealer 

Vermont 

Granted 

Granted 

Virginia 

Granted 

t.§ 

Granted 

Washington 

Granted 

ZS  -P 

Not  Granted 

West  Virginia 

Hot  Granted 

^ 

Not  Granted 

Wisconsin 

Granted 

Granted 

Wyoming 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

CANADA 

Alberta 

Granted 

Granted 

British  Columbia 

Not  Gratited 

Not  Granted 

Manitoba 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

New  Brunswick 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

New  Foundland 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Nova  Scotia 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Ontario 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Prince  Ed.  Island 

Mot  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Quebec 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Saskatchewan 

1/2  Fees 

1/2  Fees 

3/  When  reciprocity  is  granted,  no  Montana  license  plates  are  required. 

4/  When  reciprocity  is  not  granted,  Montana  license  plates  and  Registration  Pui 

poses  Only  application  required. 

5/  When  reciprocity  is  granted,  no  license  plates  reouired. 

6/  When  reciprocity  is  not  granted,  trip  permits  are  required  and  Montana  G.V.V 

.  trip  stickers  lA  &  IB  must  be  displayed. 

STATE   OF   MONTA 


HIGHWAY   PLANNING   SURVEY 

RECIPROCITY   CHART 

REVISED   JULY   2  2,   195A 


Table  No.  15 


GROSS  VEHICLE  VJEIGHT  TAX  UW  BASED  ON  INTERSTATE  OPERATIONS 


STATE 

OR 

PROVINCE 


Alabama 

Alaska 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 


Colorado 
Connecticut 

Delaware 
District  of  Col. 
Florida 


Georgia 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 


Not  Granted 

(l)Under  24,0000# 

Not  Granted 

Granted 

Granted 


Kansas 
Kentucky- 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 


Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 


Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 


New  York 
North  Carolina 
North  Dakota 

Ohio 
Oklahoma 


VEHICLES  PROPERLY 
REGISTERED 


REGULAR  ANNUAL  1/ 
OR  TRIP  FEES  2/ 


Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 

Granted 


Not  Granted 
Granted 
Granted 
Granted 
Granted 


Not  Granted 

Granted 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 


Granted 
Not  Granted 

Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 


Granted 

Not  Granted 

Granted 

Granted 

Not  Granted 


Not  Granted 
Granted 
(3)  Granted 

Not  Granted 
2  Trips  Month 


VEHICLES  NOT  PROPERLY  REGISTERED 


FOREIGN 
IM-TRANSIT 

PLATES 


*OTHER 

CARAVAN 
VEHICLES 


Wj  CO 


DEALERS  PLATES 
ON  FOREIGN  VEH. 
OR  COMBINATIONS 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  pennit  req'd. 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Granted 


Trip  pennit  req'd, 
(2)      Granted 

Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  pennit  req'd. 

Granted 
Trip  pennit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


Granted 
Trip  permit  req'd. 

Granted 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  pennit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
.Trip  pennit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Granted 
(4)Dealers  Granted' 
Granted 

Trip  pennit  req'd. 


REMARKS 


(1)  MRC  vehicles  over  24,000#  granted  full  reciprocity 

(2)  Not  for  selling  or  demonstration 


(3)  2  or  more  must  prorate 

(4)  Distributors  not  granted 


Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode  Island 
South  Carolina 
South  Dakota 


(5) 


Granted 
Granted 
Granted 
Granted 
Granted 


Trip  permit  req'd. 

Granted 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


(5)  1  trip  per  week  for  hire  vehicles 


Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Virginia 


Not  Granted 

Granted 

Not  Granted 

Not  Granted 

Granted 


Not  Granted  for  peis'luse 

Trip  permit  req'd. 

Trip  pennit  req'd. 

Trip  permit  req'd. 

Granted 


Washington 
West  Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 


Granted 

Not  Granted 

Granted 

Under  6,000# 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


CANADA 


Alberta 

British  Columbia 

Manitoba 

New  Bmnswick 

New  Foundland 


Nova  Scotia 

Ontario 

Prince  Ed. Island 

Quebec 

Saskatchewan 


Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 
Mot  Granted 


Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 
Not  Granted 
1/2  Fees 


Trip  pex-rait  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  pennit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 


Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
Trip  permit  req'd. 
1/2  fees  as  req'd. 


This  covers  all  vehicles,  new  or  used,  being  transported  by  the  tow-a-way  method  and  not  operating  iinder  the  caravan  law. 


1/  When  reciprocity  is  granted.  Montana  exempt  affidavit  and  stickers  2A  &  2B  are  to  be  issued. 

2/  When  reciprocity  is  not  granted  annual  G.V.W.  fees  are  to  be  collected,  &  stickers  5  &  5A  issued,  or  trip  fees  collected, 
&  affidavit  and  stickers  lA  &  IB  are  to  be  issued. 


station 


MONTANA  PORT  OF  ENTRY  REPORT 
Date  Hour 


Serial  No. 


Inspector 


Direction  of  Travel 


Entering 


or  Leaving 


State 


VEHICLE  TYPE  AND  OWNERSHIP 


Vehicle  Type 


Axle  Truck  and 


Body  Type :   □  Pickup 


Panel 


Axle   L I  Semi  or   | J  Full  Trailer 

mi  Van    rH  stake   P  " 


Seismograph  Drilling 


I   I  Livestock   I   I  Tanker    I   |  Auto  Carrier 
_[   or  Instrument  I I 


Box     !__j  Flatbed 
L  Other  Specify 


Truck    Height  of  Drilling  Derrick 


NAME 


ADDRESS 


LICENSE  -  MONTANA  &  OR  STATE  OF  DOMICILE 
TRUCK  TRAILER 


License 


Owner 


Lessee_ 

Driver 


State 


License 


State 


Driver's  License  No. 


Type  of  Fuel  Used;    JZH  Gasoline     | I  Diesel  Montana  Use  Fuel  Permit  No. 

Gallons  of  Fuel  in  Tank       REMARKS 


ORIGIN  AND  DESTINATION  OF  CARGO 


Trip  Origin 


Trip  Destination 


Stopping  Points  in  Montana  to  Load,  Unload  or  Refuel 


Type  of  Cargo 


Estimated  Cargo  Weight 


M  R  C  DATA 
Plate  NOo_ 
Remarks 


Year 


Type  Carrier:  [3  Private      [HI  For  Hire   Q  Leased    [^Exempt 


REGISTRATION  AND  G  V  W 


TRUCK 


License  Plates 

G  V  ¥  Tax 

Registered  GVW 
Montana 
Other  State 


Mont.  Recip.  Viol. 


TRAILER 


Mont.  Recip.  Viol.  Remarks 


Itinerant  Fee;  $5.00| [       SlO.OOl   | 

Registration  Card:       Yes| [    No  I   I 

Remarks 


!]aravan  Permit ; 


Yes 


No 


SIZE  AND  WEIGHT 

Weight  No.  Axles       No.  Tires  Tire  Size 

Truck  Front  Axle  

Truck  Rear  Axle  or  Tandems  

Trailer  Front  Axle  .  

Trailer  Rear  Axle  or  Tandems  __. 

TOTALS  ____^__^__  


AXLE  SPACING:  For  trucks  over  26,000  total  weight  or  combinations  over  36,000  total  weight 

A-B       B-G       G-D       D-E       E-F       First  to  Last 
Spacing  in  Feet   \ 


SIZE  IF  IN  VIOLATION:  Height Width Length_ 

Remarks -. 


SUMMARY  OF  VIOLATIONS 


Axle  Load  [Zl    Axle  Spacing  EZl    Gross  Load  LJ    GVW  LJ    License  Plates  | — [ 
Lights  I   I    Driver's  License  mH   Registration  Gard  [H]    Length  EZl    Width  I 1 


Heightr_j    Other  (Specify) 

Permit  covering  following  violations:  Weight  jZH   Height  LJ   Width [_J   Length  I L 

GENERAL  REMARKS:  '      _____^ 


